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Section 1
Introduction
This technical memorandum summarizes the existing results of the Contaminant
Screening Study (CSS), conducted as part of the Remedial Investigation (RI), at the
Libby Asbestos Site. The CSS is a discrete part of the RI intended to collect
information about all properties in the Libby operable unit (OU) 4 study area. The
CSS was initially designed in 2002 and was modified slightly in 2003. Field sampling
was completed primarily in 2002 and 2003, but additional properties were screened in
2004 and 2005. Properties in the OU4 study area that have not been previously
investigated (e.g. properties for which access was denied or owners could not be
located) will be revisited in the future as resources permit.

1.1 Background
Initial U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) investigations at the Libby
Asbestos Site include the Phase I and Phase II sampling programs. The Phase I
sampling program, initiated in early 2000, was designed as a rapid pilot-scale
investigation to:

• Determine whether airborne asbestos levels in Libby required time-critical action to
protect public health

• Quantify asbestos levels in potential source materials

• Identify appropriate analytical methods to screen for and quantify asbestos

The Phase II sampling program began in March 2001 and was designed in part to
provide human exposure estimates by collecting air samples during various activities.

Through the Phase I and II programs and additional information concerning
exposures and health effects EPA determined:

• Exposure to Libby amphibole (LA) asbestos is a threat to human health.

• Release of respirable LA occurs when source materials are disturbed.

• Source materials include vermiculite insulation, vermiculite products and process
wastes, and contaminated soils.

• Contaminated indoor dust found in commercial and residential properties is a
potential exposure pathway.

• There is widespread presence of LA throughout the Libby area.

Based upon these conclusions and other considerations, EPA determined it was
necessary to conduct time critical removal actions at the Libby Asbestos Site (EPA
2001, 2002). Initial removal actions focused on larger source areas such as the former

COM 11
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Section 1
Introduction

screening plant, the former export plant, Plummer Elementary, Libby High School,
Libby Middle School, and several additional residential properties. In 2002, EPA
expanded removal actions to encompass potentially affected residential and
commercial properties across the Libby area.

1.2 Objective of the Contaminant Screening Study
The expanding nature of the removal action cleanup, coupled with the proposed
listing of the Site on the National Priorities List, prompted EPA to begin the RI for the
Site. Several factors suggested that all properties in the area, as opposed to a limited
subset, would require some level of investigation. Most importantly, the site
conceptual model suggested that the dominant mechanism for contaminant transport
was "random" human activity involving the use and dispersion of vermiculite
products or wastes at numerous locations throughout the area. Any property, based
upon its past uses, could be affected and none could be excluded based upon
geographic location alone. Considering the size of the area of concern (approximately
190 square miles), the number of properties to be evaluated (more than 4,000), and the
time-sensitive nature of the situation in Libby, development of a cost-effective and
timely characterization approach was important. The CSS, as an initial step in the RI,
was designed to meet this need.

The general goal of the CSS was, and continues to be, to provide information about
the presence of LA source materials at individual residential and commercial
properties. Based upon that information and other criteria [primarily the May 2002
Action Memorandum Amendment (EPA 2002) and the Draft Final Libby Asbestos
Site Residential/Commercial Action Level and Clearance Criteria Technical
Memorandum (EPA 2003)], EPA sought to classify each property as (1) requiring
immediate cleanup, (2) potentially impacted, but needing additional information to
determine if cleanup is necessary, and (3) likely not impacted or requiring cleanup.

1.3 Continuing Remedial Investigation Activities
EPA has used the results of the CSS to help determine which properties require time
critical removal action cleanup as well as to investigate the nature and extent of
contamination across the Site. Concurrent with the CSS and removal action cleanup,
EPA also began and continues several other Rl-related activities. These include, but
are not limited to, (1) the Performance Evaluation (PE) Study, intended to assess and
develop analytical methods for detection and quantification of LA in soil, (2)
development of screening level risk estimates, (3) review and analysis of data trends
seen in Libby, (4) review and analysis of asbestos related data, information, and
science outside of Libby, (5) collection of indoor dust samples (6) development and
refinement of the Libby 2 database and associated geographic information system
(GIS) applications that store information regarding sample locations, analytical
results, and other data, and (7) collection of additional information necessary for the
Baseline Risk Assessment, RI, and feasibility study (FS).

1-2
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Section 2
Contaminant Screening Study Approach
The CSS used a combination of property reconnaissance (i.e., visual inspections and
verbal interviews) and soil sampling to screen properties for the presence of LA
sources. Sources include vermiculite products and wastes, vermiculite-containing
building materials, and contaminated soils. Inspection and sampling efforts focused
on areas of the property where vermiculite products or wastes were most likely to be
encountered (e.g., attic insulation and garden soil) and where the potential
disturbance and exposure to LA was most likely (e.g., near-surface soils). For some
properties, follow-up indoor dust sampling was conducted and is discussed below.

Property reconnaissance and sampling followed the procedures outlined in the CSS
Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) (COM 2002a) or CSS SAP, Revision 1 (COM
2003b). Minor deviations from or changes to the rationale and approach described in
the CSS SAP have been documented in the RI SAP (CDM 2003c).

There were also several "unique" properties that were identified and sampled as part
of the CSS. These properties were generally large or complex, and SAP Addendums
were generated for some of the properties to supplement the original CSS SAP. Of the
unique properties for which a SAP Addendum was not generated, all CSS activities
were conducted in accordance with the CSS SAP, Revision 1 (CDM 2003b), and Final
Draft Response Action Work Plan (2003h). The unique properties currently identified
are listed below, referenced with their site-specific sampling plan, if applicable.

• Cemetery Park Ball Fields (2002b);

• The former Stimson Lumber Mill (2002c);

• Libby Drive-In Theater (2002d);

• J. Neils Park and State Highway 37 (2003d);

• Riverside Park (2003e);

• The dirt alleys within the City of Libby (2003g);

• The public compost pile at the Lincoln County Landfill;

• St. John's Lutheran Hospital- Helipad and Rehabilitation Center;

• Cabinet View Country Club (2004b);

• The Johnston Acres area of Libby (2005a);

• A former concrete plant located on Highway 2 (2005e); and

• A former landfill (2005f).

CDM 2-1
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Section 2
Contaminant Screening Study Approach

Individual results memoranda were prepared for each of these unique properties
where samples were collected. Sampling for the former concrete plant and former
landfill are scheduled for 2006. Other unique properties may be identified and
sampled in the future as necessary. The results memoranda that have been finalized
to date include:

• Riverside Park (2003f);

• The public compost pile at the Lincoln County Landfill (2004c);

• Cabinet View Country Club (2005b);

• Cemetery Park Ball Fields (2005c);

• The dirt alleys within the City of Libby (2005d);

• J. Neils Park and State Highway 37 (2005g); and

• Libby Drive-In Theater (2005h).

The results memoranda that have not been finalized to date include:

• St. John's Lutheran Hospital Helipad- Helipad and Rehabilitation Center;

• The former Stimson Lumber Mill; and

• The Johnston Acres area of Libby.

2.1 Property Reconnaissance
Property reconnaissance provided for visual identification of sources of LA and
systematic dialog with residents and property owners to obtain historical or anecdotal
information about the property. The reconnaissance teams contacted residents,
obtained signed property access agreements (Appendix A), assigned property
identification data for use with GIS, photographed building(s) located on each
property, inspected the property, and completed the information field forms (IFFs)
(Appendix B). Property owner interviews and visual inspections were used to collect
historical property information and to obtain answers to seven specific questions:

• Is there any knowledge of former miners, close relatives of miners, or any highly
exposed persons living at or visiting the property?

• Is the resident, past or present, diagnosed with an asbestos-related disease?

• Does the interior have vermiculite insulation?

• Has the interior ever had vermiculite insulation?

• Are there vermiculite additives in any of the building materials?

2-2
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Section 2
Contaminant Screening Study Approach

m Are source materials present at the property?

• Where are possible outdoor LA sources located?

Following completion of the IFF, soil sample teams returned to the property and
collected soil and/or dust samples.

2.2 Soil Sampling
Many of the properties in Libby were suspected to contain vermiculite products or
vermiculite-related wastes as fill or soil conditioners. Therefore, samples of outdoor
soils were collected at all properties to determine if LA was present and, if so, at what
concentration.

After completing the verbal interview, COM field teams sketched the exterior of the
property and segregated the property into land use areas (e.g., yard, driveway,
landscaped areas, garden, fill area) and zones, if applicable. It was assumed that
source materials were distributed throughout areas of similar usage. Therefore, one
composite sample was collected from each land use area less than or equal to Vs acre
(approximately 5,500 square feet). Properties greater than l/2 acre in size were
sectioned into zones that were characterized by one composite sample per l/s acre
area. A minimum of two and maximum of five composite soil samples were collected
to characterize each property depending on site conditions (e.g., multiple land use
areas, zone, etc.). The CDM field team used professional judgment in determining the
number of soil samples collected and the sample locations in order to adequately
characterize each property (CSS SAP, CDM 2002a).

Each composite soil sample had no more than five subsamples, but site conditions
may have required fewer subsamples be collected. Yard composite samples were
collected from a 0 to 1 inch depth interval, while driveways, landscaped areas,
gardens, and fill areas were sampled from 0 to 6 inches. These depths were chosen
based on the site conceptual model. Frequent mechanical disturbances that could
result in release and exposure to LA are most likely to occur at the surface for yards
(e.g., lawn mowing). However, it is assumed that frequent disturbances are likely to
occur at deeper depths in gardens, and landscaped areas (e.g., rototilling and digging)
(CSS SAP, CDM 2002a).

During design of the CSS, EPA theorized that identification of visible vermiculite in
soil was an indicator of the presence of LA at levels of concern (CSS SAP, Appendix
A, CDM 2002a); and, if vermiculite were present in any land use area, the soil would
be removed. As such, soil samples were initially collected only from areas where
vermiculite was not observed. This approach was followed throughout the 2002 field-
sampling season. Prior to the 2003 field season, the CSS soil sampling approach was
modified. Areas of a property were further segregated into "specific use areas"
(SUAs). SUAs were defined as areas (e.g., current or former flowerbeds, current or
former gardens, planters, stockpiles, play areas) that were most likely to have
received vermiculite products and frequent or intense disturbances at subsurface
locations. During and after 2003, only SUAs were not sampled if vermiculite was

2-3
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Section 2
Contaminant Screening Study Approach

observed. Yards and driveways were sampled regardless of the presence of
vermiculite. This approach remains in effect.

2.3 Dust Sampling
Results from the CSS interviews and site observations were used to determine which
properties warranted follow up indoor dust sampling. If a property contained either
an identified source of LA (e.g., vermiculite insulation, visible vermiculite outdoors)
or a history that suggested potential dust contamination (e.g., a former vermiculite
worker lived in the home), it was earmarked for indoor dust sampling. Indoor dust
sampling was not specifically a part of the CSS program, but was conducted as part of
the general RI sampling or pre-design inspections. Details regarding indoor dust
sampling can be found in the RI SAP (CDM 2003c), Final Draft Pre-Design Inspection
Activities Work Plan (Appendix B, CDM 2003i) and other associated documents.
Dust samples were analyzed using the ASTM D-5755 method. Consistent with the
EPA Residential/ Commercial Cleanup Action Level and Clearance Criteria Technical
Memorandum (EPA 2003), dust results are presented in units of AHERA structures
per square centimeter (s/cm2). The target analytical sensitivity is less than 1000
s/cm2. However, if after reading up to 20 grid openings and ashing the sample an
analytical sensitivity of less than 5000 s/cm2 can not be reached the sample is voided
and an additional dust sample is collected to characterize the area.

2.4 Development of Soil Analytical Methods
At the onset of the CSS, EPA recognized that existing analytical methods for detecting
and measuring asbestos in soil were inadequate, especially for detection of LA at
levels less than 1%. The lack of a proven analytical soil method presented a
significant challenge for a number of reasons. First, exposure to contaminated soils
was thought to be a significant exposure pathway. Second, outdoor soils were
believed to serve as an ongoing source of contamination to indoor dust. Finally, EPA
recognized that a cost-effective means of screening large numbers of residential yards
was necessary.

To address these issues, EPA designed and implemented a PE Study. The objectives
of the PE Study were:

• Develop PE samples of known, verified LA concentrations in soil that could be
used to test the efficacy of soil analytical methods.

• Using the PE samples, evaluate multiple analytical methods and technologies to
determine their suitability for detecting and measuring LA in soil at various
concentrations and under conditions similar to those found at the Libby site.

• Based upon these results, develop and refine site-specific methods for detecting LA
in soil.

• Based upon the results, develop a set of acceptance criteria for the PE samples.

CDM 2-4
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Contaminant Screening Study Approach

m Use PE samples as a quality control tool for testing the performance of analytical
laboratories.

The PE Study was conducted in several phases. Much of the work was conducted in
2002. While the PE Study was being conducted, soil samples collected as part of the
CSS were initially held without analysis. During 2003, based upon the interim results
of the PE Study, EPA began analysis of CSS soil samples using a site-specific
polarized light microscopy (PLM) analytical method called PLM-Visual Area
Estimation (PLM-VE) [Syracuse Research Corporation (SRC) 2003]. PLM-VE was
chosen primarily because of its ability to reliably detect levels of LA in soil as low as
0.2% in a cost-effective, rapid manner. The details of the PE Study are currently being
summarized in the upcoming PE Study Results Report.

2.5 Soil Sample Preparation and Analysis
During conduct of the PE Study, it was determined that sample preparation (i.e.,
drying, sieving, and grinding) that increased sample homogeneity also increased the
ability to consistently observe LA in soil samples at concentrations less than 1%.
Therefore, prior to PLM-VE analysis, all soil samples are prepared at CDM's close-
support facility (CSF) in Denver in accordance with the CSF Soil Preparation Plan
(CDM 2003a) or CSF Soil Preparation Plan, Revision 1 (CDM 2004a), depending on
date of processing. Protocols for sample storage, equipment calibration, general
housekeeping, and air monitoring were the main modifications between the two
plans. No changes were made to the soil preparation plan that would affect the
nature of the soil samples or their subsequent analyses.

During sample preparation, the soil is sieved to remove all material greater than 1A-
inch that is unsuitable for grinding and is less likely to contain LA (coarse fraction).
The remaining fine fraction is mixed and mechanically ground to a size of
approximately 250 microns in diameter. The coarse fraction is analyzed using a PLM
gravimetric analysis entitled PLM-Gravimetric (SRC 2003), and the fine fraction is
analyzed using PLM-VE.

For the fine fraction, PLM-VE results are reported using a multi-bin system based
upon visual area estimation of the amount of LA present in the field soils. This
approach generates a "semi-quantitative" result that estimates the concentration
range, but does not assign a single concentration value to the result. Because
reference materials of known concentration are used to identify the concentration bin
range, results are reported in the following units of measure: %LA (by area). The
PLM-VE concentration bins are:

Bin A: No LA detected. Bin A results are generally shown as "ND" for
non-detect.

Bin Bl: LA detected, but at a level estimated to be lower than 0.2%.
Bin Bl results are generally shown as "Trace."

2-5
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Contaminant Screening Study Approach

Bin B2: LA detected at a concentration estimated to be less than 1% but
greater than or equal to approximately 0.2%. Bin B2 results are
generally shown as "<1%."

Bin C: LA detected at a concentration estimated to be greater than or
equal to 1%. Bin C results are generally shown as "1%," "2%,"
etc.

For the coarse fraction, PLM-Gravimetric (PLM-Grav) analysis is used to determine if
any of the larger sieved materials are LA related-materials. As the name implies,
units of measure for the course fraction are given in %LA (by mass). However, the
analytical sensitivity for the PLM-Grav is lower than the PLM-VE method.
Additionally, unlike the semi-quantitative results generated by the PLM-VE method,
the PLM-Grav method generates fully quantitative results. As such, care should be
taken when comparing and contrasting analytical results between the PLM-Grav and
PLM-VE methods.

In addition to samples collected in accord with the CSS Supplemental Remedial
Investigation Quality Assurance Project Plan (EPA 2005), some soil samples collected
as part of the Phase I investigation were retrieved from archives and reanalyzed.
Approximately 70% of the 20101A Phase I soil samples with non-detect results,
previously analyzed using National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) 9002 (NIOSH 1994), were processed at the CSF and sent for reanalysis using
PLM-VE. The remaining 30% of soil samples will be analyzed as resources become
available. These samples were reanalyzed with PLM-VE and processed with the
associated soil preparation steps because this approach is more sensitive and reliable
for detection of lower levels of LA than the NIOSH 9002 method. Phase I samples
with detectable levels of LA were not reanalyzed because these results were
considered sufficient for decision making purposes.

1A Libby 2 (12/1/05) All query-derived data is annotated with the (1) source and (A) occurrence.
Detailed descriptions of the derivations can be found in Appendix C.

2-6
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Section 3
Contaminant Screening Study Results
In order to maximize resources and move forward with removal action cleanup, EPA
continually reevaluates CSS data as the cleanup and investigation progresses. For
instance, in 2002 and 2003, before the PE study was conducted and most CSS soil
samples were analyzed, EPA primarily used Phase I NIOSH 9002 PLM results to help
determine which properties required soil cleanup. Later, as the sampling approach
evolved, cleanup decisions were based upon a combination of visual inspection
results (e.g., for SUAs) and PLM-VE sample results.

Overall, this means that the number of properties in each of the three planning
categories discussed in Section 1.2 (require immediate cleanup, need more information,
cleanup not likely) has fluctuated over time as more information became available.
The results presented below reflect totals as of December 1, 2005 and are based upon
criteria established in the EPA Residential/Commercial Cleanup Action Level and
Clearance Criteria Technical Memorandum (EPA 2003). It is very important to note
that the numbers below are presented only for planning purposes during the removal
action and the RI/FS phases and are not intended to portray the ultimate number of
properties requiring cleanup or remedial action. Final decisions regarding which
properties require cleanup, and to what extent, will be based upon information set
forth in the future ROD for OU4.

3.1 Current Time Critical Removal Action Decision
Criteria
Each property in the Libby study area may require cleanup in three general areas: the
attic space, the interior living space, and outdoors. Therefore, three decisions are
required for each property to determine the need for, and extent of, cleanup.
Generally, investigative results from each of these areas (e.g., attic space, interior
living space, and outdoors) were treated separately. That is, results may trigger
cleanup in one area (e.g., attic space), but not others.

Table 3-1 outlines the current residential/commercial emergency response action
levels for each area (EPA 2002). The action levels were established in the Draft Final
Libby Asbestos Site Residential/Commercial Action Level and Clearance Criteria
Technical Memorandum (EPA 2003). For each area, a property has to meet only one of
the triggering action levels (as opposed to all) for that area to require cleanup. Again,
it is important to note that cleanup criteria and action levels are subject to change and
have been continually evaluated throughout the entire process. Final action levels,
and the total number of properties requiring cleanup, will be available after the RI/FS
is completed and a ROD is published.

3-1
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Contaminant Screening Study Results

Table 3-1 Summary Decision Matrix from Action Level and Clearance Criteria Technical

Memorandum (EPA 2003)

Cleanup
Decision

Time Critical
Removal
Action

No Current
Action

Location Action Level Trigger
Indoor

Attic/Walls

Living Space

* Visual confirmation of open, non-contained, or migrating vermiculite
insulation

* Visual confirmation of vermiculite in the indoor living space

• Dust sample with LA concentration greater than or equal to 5,000 s/cm2

Outdoor

SUAs

Other Soil Areas

All locations

* Visual confirmation of visible vermiculite or other vermiculite-related waste
products OR soil sample results greater than or equal to 1% LA (Bin C)

" Soil sample result with greater than or equal to 1 % LA (Bin C)

" None of the above conditions are present at the property

3.2 Number of Properties and Samples
As of December 1, 2005,4,0292 properties have been visited as part of the CSS.
Investigations were conducted at 3,6733A properties and 15,462!B soil samples were
collected as a part of this investigation. To date, the majority of the CSS soil samples
collected have been processed at the CSF and analyzed using PLM-VE. Dust
sampling did not begin until 2003 and the majority of the samples are still pending
analysis. These samples will be analyzed in the future as resources permit. However,
because dust sample results are an important indicator of contamination and are a key
factor in determining which planning category a property is assigned to, dust samples
that have been collected and analyzed during both pre-design inspections and RI
sampling are included in the presentation of results in Section 3.3. A summary of soil
and dust samples and analyses by year is presented in Table 3-2.

Table 3-2 Comparison of CSS Soil and Dust Samples Collected and Analyzed Per Year
.1C

2002

2003

2004

2005

Total

Soil samples
collected
10,421

3,314

1,223

504

15,462

Soil samples
analyzed
10,402

3,288

1,223

397

15,310

Dust samples
collected

1

3,086

63

81

3,231

Dust samples
analyzed

1

1,371

63

48

1,483

2 Remediation Status Query (12/1/05), eLASTIC (12/5/05)
3A Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
I B L i b b y 2(12/1/05)
l c Libby 2 (12/1/05)

3-2
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Contaminant Screening Study Results

3.3 General Results
Based on the planning categories in the CSS SAP Revision 1 (COM 2003b) and the
criteria outlined in Table 3-1 above:

• 1,6073B properties were categorized as require immediate cleanup (i.e., exhibited at
least one current time critical removal action level trigger) in an indoor or outdoor
location of concern.

• 8273C properties were categorized as additional information required (i.e., conditions
suggest potential contamination, but did not meet the current time critical removal
action levels (EPA 2003)).

• 1,2393D were categorized as cleanup not likely required (i.e., no emergency response
triggers or other conditions suggesting contamination were observed or detected).

• 3564 properties were not inspected or sampled due to denials of access or other
factors. EPA will attempt to sample these properties in the future as resources
permit.

Detailed results for the 3,673 properties inspected and sampled are presented in Table
3-3. While this report summarizes property information gathered during the CSS,
overall property characterization also incorporates soil and dust samples collected
during the Phase I and/or pre-design inspections. Note that the quantities in the last
("Condition or Action Level") column are not mutually exclusive and do not add up
to those in the category totals in the first ("Planning Category") column. This is
because a property may exhibit several of the conditions or action levels, but can be
placed into only one "Planning Category." For instance, a large number of properties
with vermiculite present in the yard may also have soil sample results of trace or <1%
(Bins Bl and B2).

Again, it is important to note that the quantities in Table 3-3 are based upon current
criteria and available data. The quantities will change as additional dust samples are
analyzed and may significantly change upon publication of a ROD. The results are
presented for planning purposes only. Final decisions regarding which properties
require cleanup, and to what extent, will be based upon information set forth in a
future ROD for OU4.

38 Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
JC Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
30 Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
4 eLASTIC( 12/5/05)
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Table 3-3 Detailed Property Characterization
Planning
Category
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Area

Attic/walls

Indoor living space

SUAs

Other soil areas

Indoor living space

Attics/walls

SUAs and other soil areas

Entire Property

Condition or Action Level

• Visual confirmation of open, non-contained, or migrating
vermiculite insulation (621 properties™)

• Visual confirmation of vermiculite in the indoor living space
(149 properties^)

• Dust sample results with a concentration greater than or
equal to 5,000 s /cm2 (76 properties3E)

• Visual confirmation of vermiculite or other vermiculite mine
related materials or soil sample results with a concentration
greater than or equal to 1 % LA (Bin C) (1179 properties**)

• Soil sample results with a concentration greater than or equal
to 1% LA (Bin C) (66 properties58)

• Current or past resident employed at Libby vermiculite mine
or other Libby processing facilities (798 properties"")

• Current or past resident diagnosed with an asbestos-related
disease (695 properties13)

• Building materials containing vermiculite were observed
(92 properties1")

• Observation that vermiculite insulation has been previously
removed but dust samples were not previously collected
(8 properties11)

* Presence of vermiculite insulation in attic possible but not
confirmed (124 properties1'1)

• Vermiculite visible over large area of property
C/57 properties3*)

• Soil sample results with a concentration less than 1% (Bin B1
or B2) (943 properties30)

• PLM-Gravimetric results indicated potential large particle LA
(12 properties3")

• Vermiculite insulation not present in attic
• Vermiculite insulation not present in attic in past
• Any available dust results are less than 5,000 s /cm2

• No visible vermiculite in specific use areas
• All soil sample results are ND (Bin A)
• No vermiculite mining or processing history at property
• No asbestos-related disease history
• Vermiculite not used in building materials

10 Libby 2(12/1705)
IE Libby 2 (12/1/05)
3E Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
5A Remediation Status Query (12/1/05), Standard Report (11/30/05)
5B Remediation Status Query (12/1/05), Standard Report (11/30/05)
IF Libby 2 (12/1/05)
10 Libby 2 (12/1/05)
IH Libby 2 (12/1/05)
" Libby 2 (12/1/05)
IJ Libby 2 (12/1/05)
3F Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
30 Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
3H Remediation Status Query (12/1/05)
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Section 3
Contaminant Screening Study Results

3.4 Properties Remediated as of December 1, 2005
As discussed earlier, there are 1,607 properties in Libby identified as requiring
remediation. As of December 1, 2005, 5826 time critical removal actions have been
completed. For more details regarding cleanup strategy and approach, see the
Residential/Commercial Cleanup Action Level and Clearance Criteria Technical
Memorandum (EPA 2003) and the Final Draft Response Action Work Plan (CDM
2003h).

'Removal List (12/3/05)

CDM 35
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 8

999 18™ STREET, SUITE 500
DENVER, CO 80202

CONSENT FOR ENTRY AND ACCESS TO PROPERTY
DURING REMOVAL ACTIVITIES

Name:

Address: Phone: (home)
(work) _
(cell)J

Address of Property for which consent for access is being granted:

Relationship to property:
(i.e., owner, owner's representative, etc.)

I consent to officers, employees, and authorized representatives of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) entering and having continued access to my property for the following purposes:

1. Conduct further investigations as necessary in support of removal activity planning (i.e., visual
inspections and air, dust, and/or soil sampling).

2. Construction set up (i.e., fencing, containment, equipment) to support the removal of contaminated
material in the forms of insulation, dust, soil and associated debris.

3. Complete restoration efforts once contaminated material has been removed.
4. Such other actions as the EPA Remedial Project Manager determines necessary to protect human

health or welfare of the environment.

I realize that these actions by EPA are undertaken pursuant to its response authorities under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, as amended
(CERCLA), 41 U.S. C Section § 9601 et seq.

I also realize that there may be loss of or damage to property during these actions. In addition, I realize
EPA will be using my utilities, including heat, water and electricity.

If relocation is necessary, I realize that I will not have access to my property during removal activities for
health and safety reasons. Only in the event of an emergency will I be able to request items from my home.

This written permission is given by me voluntarily with knowledge of my right to refuse and without threats
or promises of any kind.
I certify that this Consent for Entry and Access to Property during Removal Activities is entered into
voluntarily and constitutes an unconditional consent and grant of permission for access to the property by
officers, employees and authorized representatives of EPA at reasonable times.

DATE SIGNATURE
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n Soil samples co

LIBBY ASBESTOS PROJECT
Contaminant Screening Study

Primary Structure and Property Assessment Information Fie

Field Loabook No.: Paqe No.: Site Visit Date:

BD#

lected (Date: )

Id Form (Primary IFF)

Address: Structure Descriotion:

Occuoant: Phone Number:

Owner (if different than occupant): Phone Number:

Business Name:

Sampling Team:

Field Form Check Completed by (100%

Screening Field Check Completed by (2

Data Item

of forms):

% of forms):

Value Notes

HOUSE ATTRIBUTES

Property Description

Surrounding Land Use

Year of Construction

Square Footage

Construction Material

Number of Floors Above Ground

Number of Rooms Per Floor Above
Ground

Basement

Heating Source

Heat Distribution

Residential Industrial Commercial

Residential Industrial Commercial

School Mining

Other:

Unknown

Wood frame Masonry/Stone

Other:

1 2 3 Other:

1: 2: 3:

Other:

Yes No

Wood/Coal Electric Propane/Gas

Other:

Forced air Radiant

Other:

CSS Primary Structure IFF_V6.wpd Page 1 Of 4



CSS Primary Structure IFF (continued)

Address: BD#

Data Item Value Notes

OCCUPANT INFORMATION

Was the residence/building remodeled?

Has resident/business purchased any
Libby vermiculite materials from W.R.
Grace in the past?

Has the property at this location been
used for a for-profit enterprise of
distributing, treating, storing, or
disposing of Libby vermiculite?

Yes No

If yes,

When (years): <2 2-5 >5

Where: Attic Living Areas Garage

Basement

Other:

Yes No

Yes No

CONTAMINANT SCREENING STUDY ASSESSMENT

Occupant Information O

Is there any knowledge of former miners,
close relatives of miners, or any highly
exposed persons living or visiting the
property?

Is the resident, past or present,
diagnosed with an asbestos-related
disease?

Yes No

Unknown

Yes No

Unknown

Verbal Interview Complete:

If unknown, why?

If unknown, why?

Indoor Information D Indoor Visual Inspection Complete:

Does the interior have vermiculite attic
insulation?

Did the interior ever have vermiculite
attic insulation?

NA applies if attic currently has VCI

Are there vermiculite additives in any of
the building materials?

Yes No

Unknown

Yes No

Unknown NA

Yes No

Unknown

If unknown, why?

If unknown, why?

If unknown, why?

Type and location of building material:

CSS Primary Structure IFF_V6.wpd Page 2 of 4
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CSS Primary Structure IFF (continued)

Address: BD#

Data Item Value Notes

Location of indoor vermiculite (circle all
that apply)

Attic Walls Crawl Space None

Visual in Living Space: Basement,

Ground Floor, Second Floor, Attached Garage

Other:

If in living space, provide specific
location:

Outdoor Information D Outdoor Visual Inspection Complete:,

Location of outdoor vermiculite (circle all
that apply)

Driveway Flowerbed Garden Yard

Former Flowerbed Former Garden

Stockpile None

Other

Overall Assessment O Reconnaissance (Verbal Interview, Indoor, Outdoor Inspection) Complete:.

Are primary source materials present at
the property?

Yes No

Where are primary source materials
located?

Inside

Both

Outside

NA

NA applies if no primary source
materials are located at the property.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (Note any partial access or sample collection issues).

CSS Primary Structure IFF_V6.wpd Page 3 of 4
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CSS Primary Structure IFF (continued)

Address: BD#

FIELD DIAGRAM OF PROPERTY
Identify important features (i.e. drainage, trees, gardens, structures, flowerbeds, utility poles, known underground

utilities, suspected Libby amphibole source areas, sample locations, etc). Include north arrow.
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General Query Request and Secondary Source References
Foot
note

1A

1B

1C

1D

1E

1F

1G

1H

11

U

2
3A
3B
3C

3D

3E

3F
3G

3H

4

5A

SB

6

Root
Source

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2,
eLASTIC
Libby 2
Libby 2
Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2

Libby 2
Libby 2

Libby 2

eLASTIC

Libby 2

Libby 2

Secondary Source

0509 1 2_0 1 CSReportData-rev02

050818 01CSStats-rev02

050818 01CSStats-rev02

0509 1 2_0 1 CSReportData-rev02

050912 01CSReportData-rev02

05091 2_01 CSReportData-rev02

050912 01CSReportData-rev02

050912 01CSReportData-rev02

05091 2_01CSReportData-rev02

050912 01CSReportData-rev02

Remediation Status Query,
050818 01CSStats-rev02
Remediation Status Query
Remediation Status Query
Remediation Status Query

Remediation Status Query

Remediation Status Query

Remediation Status Query
Remediation Status Query

Remediation Status Query

050818 01CSStats-rev02
Remediation Status Query,
Standard Report

Remediation Status Query,
Standard Report

Removal List

Source Date

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005
12/1/2005
12/1/2005
12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/1/2005
12/1/2005

12/1/2005

12/5/2005
12/1/05

11/30/05

12/1/05
11/30/05

12/3/2005

Query request
All non-detect Phase 1 samples analyzed by PLM-
9002, that were ground and reanalyzed with PLM-
VE.

All soil and dust samples collected with CS- prefix
segregated by year.

All soil and dust samples analyzed with CS- prefix
segregated by year.
Question 4: Does the attic contain vermiculite
insulation?
Questions 17-20: Vermiculite insulation identified
in the basement, ground floor, second floor or
attached garage?
Question 2: Knowledge of former miners, or other
highly exposed persons living or visiting property?

Question 3: Past or present resident diagnoses
with an asbestos-related disease?
Question 6: Vermiculite additivies in any of the
building materials?

Question 4: Does the attic contain vermiculite
insulation? Question 5: Did the attic ever contain
vermiculite insulation? Identify properties where
dust samples have not been collected.
Question 4: Does the attic contain vermiculite
insulation?
Total number of properties surveyed, and number
of properties where 5 attempts have been made
to contact the owner, or admittance has been
refused by the owner
Total number of properties surveyed
Number of properties requiring remediation
Number of properties pending remediation
Number of properties not likely requiring
remediation
Rule 5: Analytical dust result greater than 5,000
s/cm2
Rule 2:Vermiculite visible over large area of
property
Rule 9: Analytical soil result less than 1%
Rule 8: PLM-Gravimetric results indicated
potential large particle LA
Number of properties where 5 attempts have
been made to contact the owner, or admittance
has been refused by the owner

Rule 7: Vermiculite in a specific use area, Rule 6:
Analytical soil result greater than or equal to 1%

Rule 6: Analytical soil result greater than or equal
to1%
Identify all properties completed since 2001,
ncluding modification made to the property count
based on the magnitude of the remediation.
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Technical Details of Data Reduction and SQL Codes
Foot
note

1A

1B

1C

Details of Data Analysis

No special investigations conducted

17 samples were identified as not being used by
the field and CSF sample coordinators. These

were eliminated from the total number of samples
collected.

17 samples were identified as being analyzed but
not yet uploaded to the results server yet; 19

samples were resent for analysis. These samples
were added to the total number of samples

analyzed.

Application Name/Microsoft Access SQL Code
SELECT Pn«Mi9002NDimpon.mdeilD
FROM PhiH 1 90O2NDIrnpcn

WHERE (<(PruMlB002NOlmponMe[no<l)>TLM-900r | AND ||Ph«ei9002NDlmpo(tLABinKA"H
QROUPBYPh4Ml9002NOIn«aiMejiiO
HAVING (f{Phwat9002MDInport Index ID) Like "I-- Of (Phaw 19002NDImj»fl.lndeilO) UX* •«-")).

SELECT PtiMl9002NDImpttt JndeilD. PhaMl9002NDImpot M«Itad
FROM PhMl9002NDImpwt INNER JOIN 050912_077PheM!9002NDqlol ON P>u Ml BOO 2ND Import kndciO •
[05091 I_072Prunl9002NDq lot) McxID
GROUP BY Phat* 19002NDImport hde»ID. Pha Ml 900 2ND Import Mnttad
HAVING |{(PriaMl9002NDlmport Ma»wdJ»'plnwe'H.

SELECT PhwIOOQZNOimport lnde.10. Phaae1S002NDImport PawiDO PhBWtW02NDfrnport Method
FROM Ph«MlOOOZND'mport INNER JOIN 0509 t2_073P hate! 9002NDqtot ON P h«*e 1 M02ND Import PvendD •
[050912_072PhiMl9002NDqlo(J Ma*lD
GROUP BY Ph>MieM2NOImport IndcilO. PhaMl9002NDimport PorentD. Phne19002NOImpcf I Method
HAVING («Pn*M lfl002NDfmp<rt Mttnti^-ftm-,,-}}.

SaECT IndeilO FROM OS0912_074Pn«MtPLMVEqkx
UNION SaECT PwtflUO F(omOS0912_07BCSPLMVEqlM.

SELECT Counta050912_D72Ph«Ml9002NOmoil IndeilD) AS Ph«MlPLM9002ND. Cx>unm050912_077PLMVEqwil].lnd«ilD) AS
Rt«ldyZtdAfPLMVE
FROM 050912_077PLUVEqwil RIGHT JON 0509 12J}72Phuel9002NDq lot ON |050912_077PLMVEqunl] hd«ilD •
[05091 2,0 72PhiMt9»2NOqtot| Ind.rfO.

SELECT [OS09l3_072Ph>M!900ZNOqlo(| IndeilD AS [t>h«9«[F*LM9002NO-nol revijynd) FROM 050912_077PLMVEqunl RIGHT JOIN
050912J)72Ph*Ml9002NDqlol ON 105031 1 _077PLMVtqi*ii| lnd»>IO • (05091 2_072PtuMlM»ZNDqlCll IndexlD
GROUP BY |OSOOl2.072Ph«Ml9007NOq«| tndexlO. [0509 t2,077PLUVEQura| IrvledD HAVINa{((|050912_077PLMVEquni| lnd*»IO) I*
Nun]):

SELECT dbo_fal3«npl* IndexlO, Y«»1|S«TitJ«O«teB«Qui]) AS SvnplvYt*. dbo_rotSwrp)eM«dM SonplcMidiAeK
FROM ((dto_lte«n t̂« INNER JOM (tJbo^eQamtaM.nx INNER JOIN dbo_r*ISurpleMedu ON dbo_iciSwnpieMatrb SwnpleMMJutD •
dbo_ret3*nplcMed>a Sample MwjiatD) ON <tbo_lblS«n[te S«npkMrttxlD • dba_(«fS«rv>eMatrti.S*mptaMUKlD) INNER JO9N
Obo_«dminS«mpJ«Ti«ci*ig ON dbo_ttS»mp*« IndailO = dbo_«drnn5Mnpl«Tiackmg lrtd*ilD) INNER JCHN dboj«(3wnpleSI«tui ON
dbo_KlmnS«mp4«TrKlMno SvnplvSUIutIO ' Obo_'*tSvnpKSt«b> S«mptaSl«toSlD
WHERE (((dbo_(btS«tTV** lndeilD)Like 'a") AND ((dbo_B>IS»nvl« S«npi«D«aB«pn) B*t«Mn f 1/1/2002* And » 127 1/2005*) AND
([dbo_fe(3«mp(«Suiu» 3wnplcSuiu»Ocx><>'[clectecf))
GROUP BY dbqjMStnnQM IndexlO. Y«ai([S*mpbeD»teS«oin]). dbojefSimpltMedla Sim^MedtoOeic:

SaECT|050«1S_010C3S»nTl»CouniqW|Smn^^cdmO»wJOS08tB_010CSSmipi»O^)qlo*lS«T)taV.Br.

Count(]050010_010CS3irTv4«Count)W|lndB>tD}ASCountOtlnde.lD
FROM050aia_OiOCSSamp«eCountqiot
GROUP BY i030ai9_010CSS*mptoCounlqtal| S«mpleM(n]wO«K. [D5aaia_010CSSBiii]leCMjntqlal| S«T«taYi«
ORDER BY |05081B_010C35«npliCaunla!otl5*mpleMediaO*K. |050et OJJIO CSS •fntritCauntqkX) S«mpttY«».

S&ECT dbQ_nf3*nptoModM SAmpleMmbtOoK. ibojbSSvrtte IndciIO AS 3 wnptei. Yeaf([5au»ieD*(eB*yin]) AS S«nptaY.«
FROM fdbojMSampM INNER JOIN (dbo_rtlS«mpt«Mami INNER JOIN dbojtfSimplcMedDa ON dba_[il5>iiptaM*bii 5omptoM«iS«lD *
diw^refSwnpltMedii Svrp<«MediilD) ON dbo_ttiS«mp*« S»npleW«rii1D ' dtw_refS*mplcMavn SampleMairJi ID) INNER JOIN
dBo_o»4An«lytii ON dbo_n>(S«mpM Ind«il0 • dbo_ttHAndy*<i.lnde>ID
WHERE «(dbo_IMSaniplt lnd«ilD)Uk« -u") AND KflttojtlSampla 3ftmp)«Dol«B*»n) Between •in/2002) And •12/1/20050)}
GROUP BY dbo_rerS«tipMMMlM Sample M**nO«*e. UbOJtlSompk 'nitexlO. Vew(13«m(*jD»fcB»^n|).

SELECT pS3aiO_020CSSampto*Anaryza<tCouniqto()5aRpteM*diaOeK. (050B1B_020CS5«mpieftAnar^edCountqioilS«mpteYew.
CxMniaOSOaia^OCSStn^iAnfltvx^CountqtotlSanvk^ASCounrOraBiTvk*
FROM OS09ia_020C&Svnpt«iAnrtvz«(lCoun|qtot
GROUP BY (0500IS_020CSSimp)tftAnMyz*dCmxitqiai] S*mpltMediiD«K. |050ei8_020CSS«mpt«*Antlvz»dCountqlot| S«mpleY*gr
ORDERBY[OK«ie_020CSSampl«»Aii*ynnJCounei»tJS«npl«M«dJ«O»ic. |050SIB_020CSSamplt»An»lyi«lCourtKn£)q S«rvl«Year;



1D

1E

1F

1G

1H

Counted the number of properties where "yes"
was indicated for vermiculite insulation in the attic

73 properties were identified with visual solely in
the basement; 60 were identified with visual solely
on the ground floor; 7 were identified with visual
solely on the second floor; 2 were identified with
visual solely in the attached garage; 7 properties
had visual in a combination of living spaces

Counted the number of properties where "yes"
was indicated for knowledge of former miners, etc.

Counted the number of properties where "yes"
was indicated for knowledge of asbestos-related
diseases relative to the property

Counted the number of properties where "yes"
was indicated for vermiculite in building materials

TRANSFORM Fkitldbo_i«IAnfwtf An«wDese) AS FfilOfAnnMiOtK
SELECT drx>_rt(P<af*rryGroup LOMiwnPropertyGroupiD. dbojefPropenyGFoup LocBbonPiopcrtyGioupDesc.
dbo_ULac>nanSiirv«y Surv«yD*ie
:ROM ((dba^nrProperryGroup INNER JOIN (dbojbELaeMaiSmty INNER JOIN dbo_WLoc»Bwi ON dbo_IM.OC«tion Survey location OS*
' dbojHLocibon LocatwilOSeqN) ON dbojMlPropcnyaioup LocBtonProfMttvGroupIO • dbo_Dfl.oe«on Location Pr ope rtyGmvlD) INNE
JOIN dbo_(«fOueasoft ON dbo_[blLocAtlonSurvey Oi«»UcnlD • dbo_r«Qu«iticn OucitonlD) INNER JOIN dbo_r*IAniwei ON
dbo_feR.oc«bonSurv«yAntiiwrtD = dtK>_r«IAiuw«r AnttwrO
WHERE ({(dbo_refOifffbon Cue soon ID)-2 Or (dbo_i*tOueiUon Ou«HKMlD)O Or (dbo_f*»Questai Oue»bonlD)£4 Or
(dbo_r»Ou«Bon QmttantD^S Or (dbo.rtfOiMibon OueftonED)ca Or (dtM_rarOinflion OuoAonlQ) Between 17 And 20))
GROUP BY dbo_rafPrDpettyGioup LocctionPfoparivGioijplD. dbajitPfopertyGfoup LaciSonProowiyGrcupDeic.
dbO_WL««ticnSur»ev SurveyOete
ORDER BY dbojerPropvrtyOmip LocationPropeftyGraupIO
PIVOT [dbo_rtfc]ue*K>n] lOucttonlD) * '.' 8 [OimtorOcict

11

SELECT dbo_r>IPropenyGroup Loc«UonProptrtyCiMipOeK. dbo.relPropertyGroup LocaflonPiopertyGraiplD.
Surr<llfaS«mpteM«dl«De»et»T>u«-.1.0))A3 Quit
:ROM dbo_rtfPropefiyGiOu» INNER JOIN «(dbo_>el3empieMavii INNER JOIN dbo_rerSampleMedle ON
H»_nsfSaroplaMjtrh Sample MedialD • dbo r̂e IS ample Media SimpteMvdlilD) INNER JOIN dbo f̂clSample ON
lbo_iel5ampbMiMi 5«mpleM«»iilD • dbo.UHSanvta Sample Man u ID) INNER JOIN dboJULoctbon ON dbo_Ibl5ampla Location IDSeqN

dbo_blLocabon LocationIDScqN)ON dbo_r«IPrope)tyGroup LocjOonPropertyOroupID • dbo.WLocaUon LocatonPropeftyOroupIO

GROUP BY dba_r*fPropertyOroup LaccOonPropenyGroupOetc. dbojerPropcflyOioup LocBUenProptrtyGroupIL)
ORDER BY dbo_r«tProp«rtyGraup LOCetonPropcrtyGioupOoic.

No special investigations conducted

TRANSFORM Fhti(dtwj«tAnnr« AncwciO«u)A5 FlritCMAnxwcrOeK
ELECT dbo_ralProe«ftyGroup LocilionPropertyGraupO«tc. dbojclPrapcfiyCroupLoutnrPtopcrtyOrouDlD.
bo_M.ocHion3urviy SurveyO«fc. |0&0912_OUDui!Ccnecledqbl|Duii

FROM <(((dbO_r«rSvrvkC(oup INNER JOIN (dbajtrPiopdtyGioup INNER JOIN dbo_t>Q.oc»lion ON
bo_rirProp«nyOtoup LoubonPrep0rtyGrouplO • dbojbILcc«wn LouaonPreptrrrGrotipIO) ON
bo_rerS«mptoO'Dup LootonSkmfiM^wpiD • dba_Od.ociDon LocationswnptoGioupID) INNER JOIN drM_a>D.oc«bonSurv«y ON
bo_M.oc«txn Lac«oonlDS«qN • dbo_tM.ocHnnSiirvey LociUonlOSeaN} INNER JOIN dbojefOutiban ON
ba_b0.oci1ionSurv«y Ou«iMnlO * dM_r«FQuettcn OueitonID) INNER JOIN dba r̂elAncMcr ON dtw_blLoc«tnn5urv«y AruwerlD
bo_(«IAn*w»r AnwcrlO) INNER JOIN 0509)Z_OS3DuilCoDectedqlol ON dbojvfPropertyGroup L

050012_OUDuftCoaact»dqlol) LocAUonPioperTyCroupID
WHERE «WbO_tt*.OC*»nSup.v Ou«i%onlO>-5 Of «lbo_IBILoc«to\Sir*«v OuMWrlOJM) AND
(dba_nrPrDpeftyOiaup Loe*(kmPtop«iiyaroupO(yptbt>v'»

GROUP BY dbo_refPropwtyOfoup Locatn> îopinyCroupO«K. dbo.rerpropcnvOroup LociUonProcertyGreuplO. dbo.blLocuonSurvty Si
ORDER BY dbo_nfPropertyGfoup LQCtbonPtoptityGfoupDeic
PIVOT dba_rilqu«itnn OuMtmlD 4 ' ' 4 lOu€iUonD**e|.

SELECT (050»11_OMOuil*ndSu/viW,tt1|.Loe«UOf1Prop«rtrG(oupOe»c, l050912_OS4rx*tAnd3m«wti| LocfUonProp«rryGraup(D.
050912_aS4DuiUndSwvay(tiIb1 SurveyDate. |OS091Z_OS4OuitAndSurveyq>tb] Durt, (0509l2_OMOuUAndSurveyqxU)l (4 Ooei ma inlano

r\nt Zonotla itK Inirfatton?). |05091!_OMDu»l*r«Surv«yq«lb] [5 Old the ntera «ver hr̂  Zonolite atlic iniulaUon?)
ROM 050912_054Di>tlAndSurv«yq>ib

WHERE ((Q050SiZ_0540utlAndSurv«yq>ibJDu»i>*0) AND((|0509l?_OS4OuitAnd5urv«yqiai|[4 Ooai tTM mtariar nave Zonobit pttc
Kn7r>>'iW) AND (QOS0912_OMOuilAndSuni*yq.ib| |S Did Dw mwrav ever h>v* Z«ioUM «tne nuitalxn?IP*yci'))

ORDER BY [OSOail_054Ou*lAndSun*ya>lb|loutiixP'Op«i(yG«aupD*tc.

U
Counted the number of properties where
'unknown" was indicated for vermiculite insulation
in the attic

TRANSFORM Fv»Vdtioj*IAniw«f Antwef Di*C) AS FntlO<Ann*«rD«K
SELECT dbo_r«1Pro*mfyG'Oup Loc«UonPiop*rtyQiouplD. dba_ictPiopttrtyGrtx« LocrtonProp«rtyG(oupO«K.
bo_t>LocitenSurv«y5urv«yOBl*

:ROM {(dM>^*)PTOpcftyGroup MNER JOIN (dbo_IH.oc«UnSuv«y INNER JOIN dbojWLocatton ON dbo.btLoutionStirwy LoutlonlDS*
• dboJULocitton LocatnnFOS^N) ON dboj«IP>op«rtyGm« LocjtonpTDpwtyGrwptD • dboJDILocttan LocibonPiDpertyOoupIO) INNEi

JOW dbo_ralCu«bon ON dba.WLoMMnSunny OucMonlD • *OjeCw»6On QucilcmlD) INNER JOIN dbo_r*(Ani«ei ON
_fclocatton3ufv«y Aniw»rtO • dboj«tAniw«r AnmerO

WH6RE (((fltK>_r^Ou«rtoo OutJUonO)-2 Or (dbo.rclOiMitnn Ou«iMtiD)>3 Or (dba_t«fOuetaon Ou«*bonlD>*4 Or
dbo_r«rauBUon Ou*itanO>-5 O (dba_<««ue*Mn QutMonlDF* Or (dbo_rclOu«ilnn OmiuaMD) Behw««n 17 And 20))
IROUPBYdbo_(iPnip«iryGTgvpLoc«MnPfop«nyGrouplD dtM^rtfPropcrtrGmup Loc*BonProp«rfyGfOupDe»c,

ORDER BY dbo_r«Prop*rtvGro^> UxMonPrepcrryGioupIO
PIVOT [«Mj«(quiiMnt(Ou««banlD|S* *AlQu«tijonO«Kl

Counted total number of properties surveyed
(Remediation Status Query) (3673)

Remediation Status Query

Counted the number of properties where access
was denied or contact was not made (eLASTIC)
(356); Combined two totals

SELECT (•ff'iofwnySutJ! ProcwnySUtuiVMt*. Yt»rp«l*No«Ji«<Jj) AS St«aaV«>r. Counl̂ iaPrpptrrySlitui OP IN) AS
FROM rtfProp*nvSi»IJi HNER JOIN BXProfttflySlatu* ON relPropcrtySUtut PropenySlautlO » DiPropertySlMui PropotySutuilD
WHERE {[(rtlProfMitySUbii Pioperty5t«HjiTyp«)*'»xe»t"| AND ((tblPropcrtySlakK DMcNotf<«d) B«lween »If 1/2002* And «i2/l/2005»»
GROUP BY re(Prog«ftySU*ji PropHtySuhiiVdue. ¥e*((p»rtNo!ifwd))
HAVING (((lelPropartySutu* PropertySutufVUue^'denied' Or (ralPioperiySuiui P(OpcrtySi4ruiV*be^*5 •uempu*)):



3A
Counted total number of properties surveyed,
eliminated Individual #82, and second occurrence
of Individual #88

Remediation Status Query

3B
Counted number of properties where remediation
need is "required," eliminated Individual #82, and
second occurrence of Individual #88

Remediation Status Query

Counted number of properties where remediation
need is "pending"

3C Remediation Status Query

3D
Counted number of properties where remediation
need is "null"

Remediation Status Query

3E

Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "Rule5", eliminated Individual #82,
and second occurrence of Individual #88, as well
as three properties whose sensitivity is greater
than 5,000 S/cm2 (not the concentration)

Remediation Status Query

3F
Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "Rule2" Remediation Status Query

3G
Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "RuleQ", eliminated Individual #82,
and second occurrence of Individual #88

Remediation Status Query

3H
Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "RuleS", eliminated second
occurrence of Individual #88

Remediation Status Query

No special investigations conducted
SELECT idPtcpertySlvb* PrnpertySlatusVdue. Y««r(|D«l«Nobft«dJ| AS SUUaYiw, CwnHiuPiopeitySlabi DP1N) AS CountOfDPIN
•ROM rclPropflftySUUf INNER JOIN ttlPrapeiiySuUrt ON rtfPrepwtySlmi PiopettrSlttitID • (btPro(H(tySWui Prop* ryS la tin 10

WHERE (((rvPropcrtySutut PrevtrtyStrtjiT^^-^MO AND ({UrffropenySUbi DiUiNobfi.d) Behreen <1/1/2002r And «12/1£005
GROUP BY (tlPropeftySUM* PropoftyStabiiValiM. Yea([[D*UNabBed|)
HAVING (((r«fPioperty5lriu> PrapcttySutuiVMuiKdcnicfl' Or (rarPropertyStilui PropertySlibJiVclua '̂S •tlompu1]).

Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "Rule?" (1159); Counted number of
properties where remediation need contains
"Rule6" eliminated Individual #82, and second
occurrence of Individual #88 (79)

Remediation Status Query

5A

Of the 79 remaining properties, 14 were identified
as having soil samples >1% and were designated
as an SUA in the SampleGroup or Location
Description of the standard report; 6 were
identified as having multiple soil samples >1%
from both an SUA as well as a yard area;
Combined properties with visual in an SUA with
the number of properties where soils >1 % were
collected from an SUA or a combination of SUA
and yard

Standard Report
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SB

6

Counted number of properties where remediation
need contains "Rule6", eliminated Individual #82,
and second occurrence of Individual #88 (79)

Of the 79 remaining properties, 60 were identified
as having soil samples >1% and were not
designated as an SUA in the SampleGroup or
Location Description of the standard report; 6
were identified as having multiple soil samples
>1% from both an SUA as well as a yard area;
Combined the number of properties where soils
>1% were not collected from an SUA with the
properties where soils >1% were collected from a
combination of SUA and yard
No special investigations conducted

Remediation Status Query

Standard Report

N/A


